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1The Honorable John T. Maughmer, Chief United States Magistrate Judge for
the Western District of Missouri, who presided over the case with the consent of the
parties. 
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PER CURIAM.

After failing a final situational exam at the Kansas City Regional Police

Academy, Shelly Waites sued the city’s police department and certain city officials for

discrimination on the basis of sex.  She now appeals the judgment entered against her

after a trial, contending that the magistrate judge1 improperly limited her expert

witness’s trial testimony to those opinions that he had disclosed in his report required

by Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 26(a) and the judge’s scheduling and trial order.

Having considered the record and the parties’ submissions on appeal, we

conclude that the judge was well within his discretion to limit the scope of the expert’s

testimony.  See Boardman v. National Med. Enters., 106 F.3d 840, 843 (8th Cir. 1997);

Sylla-Sawdon v. Uniroyal Goodrich Tire Co., 47 F.3d 277, 284 (8th Cir. 1995).  The

judgment is affirmed.  See 8th Cir. R. 47B.
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